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the existence of the Christian Church itself, if Christ was not and did not do what the gospels tell of him. . By trying to explain primitive Christian history as a chain of merely natural occurrences, you turn it upside down, and make it an insoluble enigma* By your denial of the superhuman element in Christ, and especially of his resurrection, you are compelled to seek the mainspring of so immense a movement as that of Christianity in persons, circumstances, and relations which can not bear the weight of such a superstructure; and in the end you ask us to believe that the kingdom of Truth took its origin from misunderstanding, error, self-deception, and dishonesty! The logical law of the su Hieing cause makes all your efforts vain.
At this point we may call attention to the inwardly inevitable process, in which this criticism often overleaps itself, and not seldom becomes utterly absurd. Thus, no sooner had Strauss endeavored to derive the chief motive of the myths ascribed by him to the primitive disciples and churches, from the idea then current among the Jews as to the Messiah, than Bruno Bauer treads on his heels, declaring that the idea of the Messiah, as for as regards its existence before the rise of Christianity, is also a myth ! Again, after many critics have for years doubted the truth of the reports of the Resurrection, there comes